
1) TDLR:

In recent months the world looks seems to be heading from one unexpected conflict to another.
One such unexpected development is the US administration's insistence on the strategic value of
Greenland for US security, combined with accusations directed towards Denmark regarding the
government's lack of support for the island. These statements combined with the US involvement
in Venezuela, have resulted in rising tensions between the US and its partners in Europe.
Denmark and its closest allies are starting to worry whether Greenland’s territorial integrity could
be threatened.
Meeting at the North Atlantic Council and representing the member states of NATO your role is to
discuss the topic and ensure that the military alliance doesn’t break down over this issue.

2) Background Information:

As early as December of 2024 the current President of the US has expressed that “ownership and
control” over Greenland are one of his security goals for America. This is a realization of his
attempts at buying Greenland from Denmark in his first term but also a continuation of a long
campaign of the US which started with World War II. When Nazi Germany took over Denmark,
the US moved its troops onto the largest island on the planet and even though in 1945 Germany
capitulated and the new Danish government requested that the US forces withdraw, the global
superpower ignored the calls. Since then the US kept a continuous military presence in Greenland
and under the 1951 Agreement, it has full jurisdiction within its own bases and ability to expand
its presence if NATO deems it necessary. During the cold war, there have been many attempts and
propositions made towards Danish ambassadors and government regarding the purchase of the
island.

 The US voiced its reasoning, stating that Greenland and Iceland are among its strategically
vulnerable territories since they constituted part of the GUIK [Greenland, Iceland, UK] gap that
guarded the access of the USSR northern fleet to the Atlantic and US’ eastern coast. It’s
importance decreased as technology advances and the radius of missiles increased, as there is no
longer need to have weapons stationed close to their targets. However, since the collapse of the
USSR and with the growing interest of China in creating a ‘new silk road’ leading through the
arctic waters, the importance of Greenland returned to the top of the US list of priorities.

In the past month, with the execution of the Operation Absolute Resolve which resulted in
extraction of the Venezuelan President and his wife from the territory of the country, concerns
grew over the territorial integrity of Greenland. With the repeated claims of the American
administration about the island's importance as a strategic object for the US, Denmark along with
its closest allies are wondering whether the US would be ready to assert control over Greenland in
a similiarly unprecedented action as the recent operation in Venezuela.

Study Guide -Week 14 
Territorial Integrity of Greenland

3) Key Issues:

3.1) Upholding the territorial integrity of Denmark
The central issue of the discussion is the territorial integrity of Denmark. Greenland is an autonomous
region of the Kingdom and has the right to declare independence. However currently, their foreign,
defence and economic policies are governed by Denmark. Threat to the integrity of Greenland, is a
threat to the sovereignty of Denmark. In ordinary cases it would constitute a triggering of Article 5 of
the Treaty, however; when such a threat is put forward by another member state the safety of Denmark
is put into question. How can the crisis be mitigated? Should NATO reinforce American presence on
the island to preserve peace? Would giving into US demands weaken the sovereignty of Denmark?

3.2) Stability of the NATO alliance
US claims over the ownership of Greenland trigger an unprecedented situation where statements
which would usually result in NATO negotiation on possible joint defence strategies are now issued by
a NATO member state. If a de-facto occupation of Greenland becomes a fact, multiple European
leaders and the Commissioner for Defence of the European Commission stated that it would mean the
end of the NATO alliance. Can NATO afford to break up in such unstable times? Should Greenland be
sacrificed as a means of keeping the alliance united? How can you upkeep both the integrity of
Denmark and integrity of the alliance?

3.3) Security guarantees between the member states
The US is a member state of NATO and commanding the most powerful military in the world. For such
a power to be issuing statements about the possibility of taking over the territory of its “ally” under
national security concerts, it is inevitable that grave concerns will arise. Many leaders will question
whether or not such provocations were the exact danger NATO was meant to prevent and oppose. If an
alliance with mutual-defence agreements has its members disputing territorial integrity of another
member state, the mutual security of the countries threatened starts becoming a serious concern since
guarantees of Art. 5 are being put into question. Can NATO members still rely on guarantees of Art. 5?
Should European countries create a security alternative without the US? Is a mutual defence pact still
valid when its members are considering occupying each other?

4) What can NATO actually do?

The North Atlantic Council is the ultimate decision-making body of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organisation. It has the goal of creating NATO’s policy, directing the alliance in its long-term goals and
approving all of the effective actions exercised by NATO. Its decisions are binding on all member states
and taken by a consensus vote. Some examples of actions within its authority are:

Adopting official position statements of the alliance on international issues;
Initiating Art. 4 consultations and Art. 5 actions;
Taking decision on NATO military presence in member states;
Taking decision on joint NATO military bases;
Serving as a meditation body for member-states;

5) Major Stakeholders:

5.1) Denmark: As a NATO member state and a country holding sovereignty over the
autonomous territory of Greenland, the Kingdom of Denmark is at the centre of the dispute
started by statements and actions of the consecutive US administrations. Denmark, along with the
representatives of Greenland strongly rejects the possibility of the US buying the island ans
opposes any form of seccesion. As a representative of Denmark your goal would be to gather
support among fellow NATO members for upholding the territorial integrity of the Kingdom while
trying to keep the delicate balance of relations with your US allies.

5.2) United States of America: As the country with the strongest military among all NATO
member states and the reason for the dispute over territorial integrity of Greenland, the US has
strategic goals over the region. The critical national security interests of the US dictate that the
country should hold at least a larger military presence in the region and at best have complete
control over the island. As a representative of the US your goal would be to convince Denmark of
your point of view and other NATO member states that your actions have the best interests of the
Alliance at heart.

5.3) Canada: As a member of NATO and neighbour to both the US and Greenland, Canada’s
prime security interest is the situation of the island. With repeated expectations from the US that
Canada should become a “51st state” and close relations with its nordic allies Canada has
expressed its unconditional support of Danish territorial integrity. As a representative of Canada
your goal would be to support the autonomy of Greenland under the Kingdom of Denmark and
hold off the growing pressure of the US at expanding its territorial control.

5.4) Norway: As a member of NATO and a fellow Nordic country, Norway stands firmly behind
its Danish ally and in support of their sovereignty and territorial integrity. As part of a joint
statement, Norway assured Denmark of its commitment and intent at safeguarding the integrity
of Greenland and opposed US plans of taking it over. As a representative of Norway your goal
would be to support the territorial integrity of Denmark and argue for a higher presence of joint
forces instead of growing only American influence on the island.

5.5) France: As a member of NATO and a key leader among European members of NATO,
France has been a seat of negotiation and one of the countries signing a joint statement asserting
full support for territorial integrity and sovereignty of Denmark and Greenland. France opposes
an idea of expanding territorial claims of the US in light of their wavering relations with the
European allies. As a representative of France your goal would be to assert the territorial integrity
of Greenland and advocate for expanding the presence of European forces on the island.

6) Sources and Further Reading:
https://www.forbes.com/sites/siladityaray/2024/12/23/trump-says-us-should-take-ownership-
of-greenland-and-threatens-to-takeover-panama-canal/?
utm_source=Whatsapp&utm_medium=social&utm_campaign=Forbes
 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Proposed_United_States_acquisition_of_Greenland#cite_ref-
191

https://www.elysee.fr/en/emmanuel-macron/2026/01/06/joint-statement-on-greenland

https://www.reuters.com/world/greenland-says-it-will-boost-efforts-ensure-its-defence-is-
supported-by-nato-2026-01-12

https://www.regjeringen.no/no/aktuelt/joint-statement-by-the-nordic-foreign-ministers-on-
greenland/id3145218/

https://www.reuters.com/world/greenland-says-it-will-boost-efforts-ensure-its-defence-is-
supported-by-nato-2026-01-12/

https://opiniojuris.org/2026/01/12/the-art-of-the-steal-does-the-eus-mutual-assistance-clause-
protect-greenland/

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2026/jan/12/greenland-cant-under-any-circumstances-
accept-us-takeover-and-is-boosting-defences


